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CarlSchurzgeisa .
The Administration caves in the case of Cam
Scuuns. We suppose it must be attributed to 2
+military necessity.” He goes to Madrid, Casn

Wisrse Davis out of the ring, but we preswne
he will be provided for in due time. Mr. Sew
ARE consented that Scuuzz should go to Madrid
as bis jacobinical sentiments would not be as

at that Court as at some of the other

bidder, all the offices in the city baving sent in

propositions for the advertisement. For the pub-
lications of the last delinquent list competition

was invited only from the two Republican organs.
One offered 1o do it for twenty-five per cent. les
than the other, but the job was given to the high-
est bidder. The Journal justifies this species of
Republican economy upon the ground that its bill

was at the same rate that the Seatinel got for simi-

lar woek. Now it is well known 1o the readers of
the Republican central organ that its columns
bave tezemed with chapges against the Sentinel

for extravagant and unfair bills for public print-
ing. When similar charges ere brought against

the Journal, it does not attempt to deny the fact
but the excuse is that its bills are the same as
those of the Seatinel If the Semtinel was

wyong, and the Journal has been persistent in its

charges that it was, ean the Journal be right for

upon its own admission? It follows then that
either the Sentine! has got no more than it had a
right to receive, or else the Journal is very dis-
honest for doing just what it has condemed in us.
take? )

- —

The Kankakee Draining Company.

Withim the present mouth a company has been
organized, by Col. J. C. Warxxs, Hon. Gorvox
Tassun, and other gentlemen of northern In-
diana, for the purpose of straightening, deepening
and clearing out the KanKaken river. The ob-
Jjeets proposed by this company are of such im-
portance, not only to eur northern counties, but
to the State, that we deem it proper to devote
some space to a full discussion of the enterprise.

The peculiar character of the Kankakee coun-
try has aot heretofors been generally understood.
Marshes and swamps of vast extent, on either side
of the river, render access to the stream, in many
places, nlmost impossible. Practically, itisa re-
gion of wilderness, in the very heart of the richest
T&'ﬂhﬂhhm;ﬂuﬁm&nmd: to ten
foet in depth, underiaid by a stratum of black
sand or gravel, which, in turn, rests upon a bed
o S :

In 1852, the Legislature enacted a general law
for the draining of the lands ceded to the Statehy
the General Government as swamp lands; but its
provisions were such that the swamp land com-
missioners of the several counties acted independ-
ently of each other, and no comprehensive plan of
operations was practicable. The drains cut in
this region operate to run the water into the Kan-
kakee marshe:, w'iilat o wthin g w iz dotie, or could
be done, to carry off the water accumulated in the
river, and upon the adjacent lands. The entire
proceeds of the swamp lands were thus expended
in the construction of ditches, which, in most
cases, have been of little advantage to the coun-
try; amd there is scarcely an instance where such
drains affor] the complete reclamation intended
to be affecte:]. :

In 1853, Col. Warxen, then a member of the
Legislature, submitted a bill to the Swamp Land
Committee for the straightening and deepening
of the Kankakee river. By his bill, the Swamp
Land Commixsioners of the counties bordering on
the river were made a board, and required to act
in concert. His plan was to make the Kankakee
the gratd center of a complete system of swamp
land dmining. Experience has shown that this
~plan would have been not only more effectual,
but fiur cheaper (o the State, than the miserable
system adopted. The State had not, at that
time, alienated any of the land, and its provisions
could have been easily carried out, thus saving at
least & million of dollars to the treasury and rendera
ing the K:nkakee marshes the best farming lands

The swamp land fond having been exhausted,
and the State thus disabled to undertake the ae-
complishment of the work, Col. Waiken, still
hoping to attain the object in some other way,
employed competent engineers, and in the sum-
mer of 1859 made a complete survey of the
river, from a point not far from its source to the
State line. Upon reviewing a report of that sur-
vey, we find that in = distance of seventy miles
within this State, the channel, by reason of its
eceeniric and inmumerable bends, is over two
handre¢ miles in length—the distance by the
chammel being about threefold the distance by
a steaight line. Tt was frequentiy found
that  in s q'. m survey, em-
embracing but a short distance, the engineers,
following the course of the strean, traveled
toward every point ot the compass. * Geuerally
the water in the channel, even in the dry months
of summer, stands above the level of the surface
of the adjoining or firstbottom lands. The
higher marshes, or second grade, are so slightly
elevated as to be, in most cases, unsusceptible of
complete reclamation, unless the water in the
chaunel can be lowered. For a few miles before
reaching the State line the stream becomes rapid,
aml the water is confined, generally, between
banks of dry land. Fortunately the fall between
the State line and the rapids at Momence is suffi-
ciently great to earry off any amount of water
that may be thrown into the channel. The fall,
for the length surveyed, will average about one
foot per mile, by a straight line—a greater fall
than that of the Mississippi, or the Ohio, or the
Lower Wabash. The channel of the Kankakee
being about thrice the length from point to point
of a straight line drawn through the same points,
it becomes appurent that its fall can not be more
than foar inches per mile. 1f this chammel, then,
with four inches fall per mile, were only seventy
miles in length, it would carry off but one-third
the quantity of water in a given time that would
be conveyed away by a channel of the samelength
with one foot fall per mile. Having not only about
two-thirds less fall than a straight channel would
bave, but two thirds greater distance, it follows
that the quantity of water carried off by the pres-

ent channel, in a given time, must be but about

one-sixth of what would be carried off by a straight
channel. But this is notall. [t is well known

that every bend in a river, while it increases the
length of the channel, acts also as a dam, which
to a greater or less extent, retards the velocity of
the curvent. Sach is the crookedness of the

Kankakee, that, in the State of Indiana alone,

the swvey shows over two thousand bends of
every conceivable degree of tortuosity. Add to
all this the fact that during the summer months

the present channel is aimost completely clogged

with witer grass and other vegetable matter, and
itis #afe to say that an improved channel, cleared

of al! impediments, two-thirds reduced in length,
with two-thirds more fall, and without bends,

would carry off fifteen to twenty times more wa-

ter in a given time than is conveyed away by the

river in its present condition. The above caleu-

lation is made without regard to the well known

than here stated.

The Kankakee Draining company propose, by
straghtening the bentds, deepening the shallow
places, and clearing gut the obstructions il the
river, to reclaim and render arable the adjacent
marshes, promote the health of the surmatinding
country and theinterest of the public generally.

surface of the water in the channel below the
swamp muck, 80 as to carry off the water through

by the Siate available

to fifty dolinrs per aere.
to say that the work contemplated would render

gate of which would be sir millions dollars: It

five hundred thousand dollars.
mates are correct, and they are believed to be
within bounds, the net profit to the owners of the
Innds will beat least four million six hundred
thousand dollars.

By reference to a general law authorizing the
conatruction of levees nnd drains, approved June
12, 1852, and to an act amendatory of and sup-
plementary to the same, approved March 4, 1559,
under which this company is organized, it will be

all lands in any way affected. The Assessorsare

their assessment ; and the assessment of each tract,
when filed in the Recorder’s office of the proper
county, becomes s lien in favor of the company
for the smount assessed. It also provides for no-
tice to the owners of the lands of the time of ma-
king assessments. It provides, further, that the
‘assessments shall be payable on demand by the
company, and prescribes the manner in which
such demand shall be made. If the assessment
be not paid on demand, the lien may be enforced
atlaw. The assessment of damages against the
company, and the collection of the same, are
fully provided for.

The law ande- which the company is organized
has, in the caseo. Anderson va. The Kerns Drain-
ing Company, 14 Ind., been decided to be consti-
tutional and valid. The case arose under the
law referred to.

We regard this enterprise as one of the most
important to the people interested and to the
State that has been set on foot for many vears,
Itz consummation would bring into cultivation, in
a few years, a district of country larger and richer
in soil than Marion county. No stream in the
United States, of similar length, has as mnch in-
exhaustibly rich bottom land. This soil is now
practically worthless. It may be made the most
productive in the State. What is now a wilder-
ness of water, mud. moss and grass, partitioned
out among truppers and fishermen, may be made
the garden-spot of northern Indiana. The ohject
to be atiained is so vast and inealculable in its
results that the amount to be levied to accom-
plish it becomes insignificant. If land which
could not now be sold for three dollars per acre
can be made worth twenty, the owner should be
glad to pay his proportion of the necessary assess-
ment.

The money necessary to construct the work
will be expended in the midst of the community
who pay it. We understand the company will
offer resident land owners an opportunity to work
out their assessment, or to pay it in articles they
will need in the course of the work. They also
contemplate making the assessment pavable in
such instillments as will enable the proprietors
to meet the demand without difficulty.

——
A gentleman of

w“‘h arrived in W
ing desire to restore hurnl:ll?
that Hon. A. H. Stephens frankly expressad a
hope “for reconstruction” under the Montgomer
Constitation in his publie speeches, and thutlwz
warmly applauded.
Is not this the quickest process “‘for recon-
struction?” The Montgomery Constitution in
many respects is a great improvement upon the
Federnl Constitation. The revenue system it
provides is far in advance of any yet attempted
¢ince the General Government was organized.
The territorial question has ceased to be a prac-
tical issue. Slavery can not be advantageously
extended, as a domestic institution, to any ol the
Territories, and they are all now organized upon
a basis which can notfail to be satisfactory to the
great majority of the people North and South.
Why should the North fight for the shadow
when they have already achieved the substance?
7 the adoption of the Montgomery Constitution
would restore fraternal feeling and once more
unite the States upon a permanent basis,
the North could well afford to make the
concession for the greater advantages they
would gaim by a recomstruction of all the
States in a harmonious Union. A reunion ean
never be accomplished without compromise. The
experience of the past few months has proven
that the Union is a great advantage to the North,
and that the Northern people are unwilling to let
the Union slide upon a long heel political issue.
The guestiowris now a practical one and should be
50 considered. If disunion continues, the strife
which will necessarily ensue, will do vast damage
o the material interests -of both sections of the
country, il it does not end in the greater evil of
civil war. And if the North should succeed in
subjugating the South, of what benefit would he
confuered and hostile provinces? A national
convention to propose amendments to the Consti-
tation does not meet general favor and would not
probably be participated in by the States which
have seceded. If not, its object would not bLe
accomplished. The Border States propose a
conveution to Ilny down the conditions upon
which they will rewain in the Union. These
States would not, therefore, favor a na-
tional convention when they will in advance
have submitted their terms for the perpet-
uation of the Federal Gavernment. While the
slow process of a National Conveution is pro-
gressing, the Soathern Confederacy will be gaio-
ing strength, and will have perfected a permanent
Government, before a conventioncan do its work,
and which may not prove satisfactory. These
are the objections to a National Convention. We
favor that plan, or any other, which will re-con
struct the Union, but why not meet the issue
promptly, and yield whatever is reasonable and
Jjust to satisfy the Union conservative men of the
South, and thereby build up a Nutional Union
Party which will neutralize and destroy the ex
tremists, the disunionists, of both sections? This
seems to be the practical way of settling the
issue, and restoring harmony and prosperity to
the entire mation. We favor any scheme
which will permanently settle the differen.
ces between the two sections of the coun-
try. If there was any reasonable proba-
bility that the labors of a National Convention
would result in adjusting the political dificulties
which threaten the overthrow of the Government,
we should say amen! so let it be. But a crisis
is upon the conntry and we believe the people un-
derstand the issue and are prepared to act prompt-
ly. If a majority of the people of the North are op-
posed to yielding what the South declare to be their
rights under the Constitution, then shall it be war
for the mastery, or a peaceful seperation—the
formation of two Confederacies? We should like
to see the sentiment of the North fairly tested
upon this issue, and we know of no better way
than to submit to a popular vote the plan of
adjustment that would be acceptable to the border
slave States. A direct vote upon such a proposi-

i political position in
ashington from that

g-

rule governing the increased velocity of water tion, or the Montgomery Constitution, would de-

arising from an increased fall, which would show termine whether the present disruption shall be

that the quantity that might be carried off by permanent or a reconstruction mnde proballe

required to swear to the truth and correctness of |

The work they propose will deepen the bed of the |
river throughout its length, and bring down the |

the sandy subsoil and render the ditche: made |

It i estimated that three handred thoysand |
acres of land are injured—much of it rendered |
valugless—by the waters of this river. These |
lands, at present rates, would uot sall for more |
than an average of three dollars per acre, the ag- |
gregate of which would be nine hundred thous- |
and dollars. Dry lands, less tertile, equally re- |
motefrom market, in the counties of St.Joseph |
and Laporte, soll, at present rates, at ™om thirty |

Itizs & safs estimate |

the swamp an d wet lands on the Kankee worth |
an average of twenty dollars peracre, the agzgre- |

is estimated that the proposed drains will cost |
If these esti-

found that the County Boards are required, upoh |
application made by the corporation, taeppoint 5
| persons not interested in the proposed work, 10 |
make the assessment of henefits and damages to |

|
]

|

1
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Northern Peaitentiary lnvestigation.

REPORT OF THE MINORITY

—=0OF THk=—

LEGISLATIVE COMMWITTEE,

Republican Partisanship Ventilated

Lecanifion at Michigan City Justified
by the Republican Legislatures and

the Contract of Falboit & Co. Justi=
fied by the Same Hody.

Mr. Heryres made the following minority re- |

port from the Commitiee on the Northern State

Prison :

Mun. Srraxzn @ The nmlersigned, a minority of
the joiut committee of the Senate and House of
Representatives, appointed to investigate the
frand, if any, in the location of the Northemn
Stnte Prison, and in the contract for the construc-
tion of the same, beg leave to submit their views
of the evidence in the case.

LEGISLATIVE INVESTIGATIONS GENERALLY PARTAKE
OF A PARTY CHARACTEM.

It is to be regretted that generally, in cases of
legiglative igvestigntions, a disposition to manu-
facture party capital outruns and controls a desire
for the elucidation of the tmth. Before this
juggernnut of party, the fair fame and hitherto
unbiemished character of our best citizens ape
often recklessly and rudely assailed and black-
ened, if thereby the success of party can be in
sured. And even where the evidence, tairly and
fully considered, fails to acleve the party end
sought ulter, it is made 1o’ submit to manipula.
tions and garblings _eof the most reprehensible
character. All pules of law, and all rules of evi
dence, throwp-is a safe-guard around the citizen,
are rudely” thrust aside snd trampled upon, so
that peSe party purposes may be subserved.

Ahe undersigned regret that the action of the
majority of the joint committee has not been such
us to wholly acquit them of this censure.

THE KFLES OF LAW _ND OF EVIDENCE TOTALLY
DISREGAKDED.

The meanest and lowest criminal that, at the
bar of his country, is tried for offenses of the
most diabolieal nature, is by the laws of that
country, entitled to be heard by himself or attor
ney; to have witnesses summoned and examined
in his defense, and to confront the witnesses for
the prosecution, and cross-examine them. And
these provisions of the Iaw are wise amd proper.
If the defeuse was not allowed to confront and
cross examine the witnesses, ani summon his own
witnesses, then would every citizen be at the
mercy of the bad and depraved, who would scru-
ple not to stain their souls with pecjury. A
stafement made by a witness in a particular man-
per might earry a eriminal interpretation, which,
explained on cross examination, might appear
guite innocent indeed. One man might not seru
ple, in the absence of the defendant, to make a
false statement, whict,, in his prezence, he would
shrink from making. Butit is useless to argue
this point. Every citizen in the Republic knows
that these safe-guards of the law are emineutly
wise, salutary and just.

TIHE DEFENSE DENIED EVFRY RIGHT.

The undersigned exceelingly regret that a due
regurd for truth compels them to say that, in the
instance of this investigation. all these safe guards
—nay, all these righis, guaranteed by the Consti
tutionn and the laws to the vilest criminal in the
land, were stricken down and trampled under
foot. The defense was denied the right of being
present at the investigation, and confronting and
cross-examining the witnesses. They were denial
the right of appearing by themselves or attorney,
They were even deniedd the right of having
witnesses summoned and exawmined in their
defense! Thecommittee rezolved themselves into
a Siar Chamber, and with high hand exciuded
evidence nnd struck down the sacred rights of the
citizen. From beginning until the end it was'
conducted as an ex parte concern. The charcter
of the citizen was stabbed in the dark, and no op
portunity afforded him to defend himself. Iu the
secret conclaves ofa committee roon the fairname
of men was blackened, and they were denied the
right of wiping out the stain. Can such a pro
ceeiding be justified before an enlightened people
in this the nineteéenth century? W hatissuch evi-
dence worth?

THE COMMITTEE REFUSE TO SUMMON WITNESSES FOR
THE DEFENSE, &C.

The defense asked that Mr. J. H. MeKim, ar-
chitect, of Madizou, Judge Samuel Hanna, of
Fort Wayne, Col. Brown and Father Kilroy, of
Lafayette, Samuel Casey and C. R. Sanger, of
Joliet, Illinois, C. B. Blair, Lyman Blair, J. P.
Higgins amd J. P. Stickuney, of Michigan City, J.
R. Seoville and James Sexton, of Chicagn, and
others should be summoned and examined before
the committee, vet this reasonable reguest was
denied them. The defense asked the right of ap-
pearing and confronting and cross-examining the
witnesses, yet this right was denied them. T'he
defense demanded the right of appearing by coun-
sel, but even this was refused. Ave men’s char-
acters nothing that they are to be thus rudely as-
sailed and no opportunity afforded for vindication
and defense? Is the untarnished name of the
citizen not dear to him, that it is thus to be offered
up to the fell purpose of manufacturing political
capital? I« party to override all considerations
of justice, of right and of honor? Wherein con-
sists the hoasted freedom of our institutions, if
the rights of the citizen are to be thus recklessly
invaded and violated? It would be strange, in-
deed, if in an investigation conducted in this mau-
ner, where disappointed men were the chiel wit-
nesses, where all the wise restraivts of law were
thrown aside, where even the defense was denied
the right of cross-examining, where every induce
ment was offered to perjury, some evidence could
not be wured to bincken the character of any
public official. But what is such cx porte evi-
dence worth? Error, said a great statesman and
& wise man, may well be allowed to roam at large
where truth is left free to combat it, but in this
case truth was crippled and pinioned, while defa-
mation, and slander and perjury were allowed free
scope, nay, sheltered and protected from exposi-
tion in the secret Star Chamber of the committee
room. And it is upon such ex parte evidence that
citizens, bearing hitherto unblemizhed names and
fair charneters, are to be dragged before the coun-
try as eriminals, without tri:ﬁ, without opportuni
ty to conflrout and cross-examine the witnesses,
without being allowed a hearing in their own de
fense, without even being permitted to have their
witnesses examined! Where is the man who can
stand up® ore a free peaple jealous of their rights,
and defond such a partial, one sided and out
rageous proceeding? The proverbizl love of the
American heart for fair-play and justice has Le-
fore row curdled into bitter hatred for injus-
tice, oppression and wrong; and the men who,
by trampling upon right, sought to avenge their
party teelings hy striking down a political oppo-
neut, and manufactaring political capitdl at the
expense of every principle of honor and justice,

solves,” that the Directors “not only knew all
about it, but planned the whole scheme, awl
| while Mr, May bad $10,000 in his hands, M:
| Mullen or Blake, or both of them, demanded it to
be paid over to them. This Me. May refused.”
The best comment upon this statement is the
evidence itself, as now lying belure us
Mr. May swears that 230,000 was placed in his
bands by a gentleman of Fort Wayne, £10,000 in
poney (in a deaft), $10,000 in & cash uote, und a
power of attorney to dmw §I10,000 out ol the

State Treasury, in case the prison was located at
| Fort “‘;‘:_\ ne. : He Says, | propose 1 to Governor

Willurd o puy the &30,000 w the State (thaet is,

in case he confirmed the selection of the site o

Fort Wayne), but the Governor declined, as he |

deemed it antair, unless there was something in
i the law to place other points on an equal footing

with Fort Wavne.”

Mr. Dunn swears: *“ After we cvame home, and
| had located at Fort Wayne, Mr. Moy anid to me,
| he had a bill of excoange for S10,000, T told
| him to send it rizht back, which hedid. Per
{ sonally, I know nothing of any offer made to us
| or any of us, to induce us to locate at Fert
| Wayne.”

Mr. Biake swears: “*May told me-after the lo
cation was made at Fort Wayneythat a donation |
was made by the citizens of Fort Wayne—this
was two or three davs niter the location was made
at Fort Wavne. | ordered May to send it back |
immediately. [ never had an offer made to me,
either directly or ndivectly, to induce me to vote
for the locatin at any place. Neither do 1 know
| of any member of the Board having any offer of |
& simifar character.”

Dr. Mullen swears: T never was informed, |
until we had located at Fort Wayne, that May
had any money or notes placed in his hands to se-
cure the location. 1 never did demaud any money
from May, or threaten to shoot him if he did not
pay this money over o me.”

There is the evidence, so far ns it appears, as
furnished us by the Clerk of the Committee, in
regard to this 30,000 transaction. Does it ~rar-
rant the inference or conelusion of the cominit-
tee ¥ Mark the impression sought to be eonve "«
by the Report, that these things are admitted 1y
the Directors themselves, Wheve iz the evide e |
“ from the ficts and statements of the Direcioss
| themselves,” that *‘they planned this whele
| scheme,’ that * they knew all about it” before
they matde the loeation, that ** Mr. Mullen or
F\'l:l'ke, or both of them, demandel the money to
be paid overto them' and that *“ Mr. Ma refused.” |
Very probably, the Committee heard such talk in
the ‘streets indulged in by scandal-mongers, and
the miserable partizan peddlers of slander, who
infest our large cities, or perchance they made
another dreaft on their fruitful imagination. Cer
tain it is that their statement is totally unsup.
portel by the evidence of the Directors, whom
they represent as having admitted it.

HOW NMICHIGAN CITY WAS SELECTED,

The Directors first located the prison at Fort
Wavyne, it appears; but, for some reasom, the
Governor relused to approve the loeation, he being
in favor of Logansport. Afterward this difference
between them was compromised, by loeating the
Prison at Michigan City, The commitiee are
sorely perplexed at this “magic like™ tennination
of the differences between the Governor and the
Directors. They can not see how the Governor, |
deeming Michigan City the next eligible site to |
Logansport, and the Directors deeming it the next |
eligible site to Fort Wasne, coulid finally give np |
their first selections, and compromise upon the |
point they both agreed to as the second choice of |
cach. Sirange, isn't t? Practical, common sense
men could at & glance perceive how reidly natu-
ral the compromise upon Michigan City was, but
the committee, gifted with supernatural foresight,
smell frgud atonce!  And nobody could unravel
the fraud but Mr. Achey, who, they iuform us,
“was the peace commissioner—the angel of
mercy—that did the whole thing, and that with
out him there could have been nothing done that
was done,” and straightway Achey was Lrought
before the committee. We are then informed
that Mr. Acliey swears: “That he told the Divec-
tors he would see the Governor, and he would fix
it.” He did see the Governor,fixed the matter up,
and barmoniously had the lueation made st Michi-
gan City, He swears that when he went into it
he was “for sale,” and was to have §1,000 for what
he did. Who was to pay him he does not dis-
close.”

Here the impression is left that Mr. Achey was
to be paid by the Directors. The committee lacked
the manliness to make the charge, but the sueak
ing insinuation is clearly put forth. *Williug
wound, but yet afeaid to strike.,” Now, whatare
the facts in the case? Mr. Achey knew that
Michignn City was the second choice of each
party, and, like a sensible man, he perceived at
once that where they could not get their first
choice, reasounble men were generally willing to
compromise upon the second. Hence he went to
both parties, as he swears, and told them it “*had
become a State talk,” ete., and finally the matter
was arranged between them. In regard to his
[:l)'. he considered $1,000 a fuir remuneration for

is trouble, and that “Mr. Allen May (then a
citizen of Laporte county, in which the Prison
was located,) said I should be paid for my services
in securing the location at Michigan City.” And
this is the terrible frand and bribery, about which
the committee is so much perplexed!

WHAT THE EVIDENCE OF INTERESTED PARTIES is
WORTH,

This brings vs #o the consideration of the lo
cation, the real question in wbich the people of
the State are interested. By any amount of mis-
representations, ridiculous figures and absurd
statements, the committes, in the very face and
teeth of the great bulk, seven-eights, of the evi-
dence, pretend to think that Logansport or Fort
Wayne would have heen the most eligible site for
the Prison, on account of the cheapness of mate-
rinls, &¢  And in order to bear oot this impres-
sion, we ure told by that man and this man, in-
terested, of' course, in their respective localities,
that lnmber, stone, and brick could have been
furnished at their place at such and such low
rates.  And the architect is censured because he
wonld not take ftheir fizures to estimate upon,
when his own knowledge taught hkim that they
could and wounid be furnizhed at no such rtes,
Let us burst the bubble by one illusteation. A
man by the rame of Fleming states in his evi
dence, the pricé of brick in Fort Wayne at * §4
a thousand, kiln-burnt, delivered on the ground,
and that the usual prices for furnishing materials
and laying up brick i from §1.25 to §2 per thou-
sand,” and the price of ouk lnmber is from “§S
to 810 per thousand.” Now, in order to show
how sectional feeling will wurp the judzment of
personaily-interested men, let us turn to the evi-
deuce of Mr. May. who is the architect of the
new court-hounse now being built at Fort Wayne.
Mr. May sweurs that the contract for building the
cowrt-liouse at Fort Wayne was “ 88 per thou 1
sand for common birick in the wall, and for front
brick in wall 210 per thoussnd,” and the price
paid [or onk timber was ** 812 per thousand.” Tt
12 to be presumed that this contract, et out to
the lowest bidder by the Commissionerz of Allen
county, where ail the mechanies contested for it,
is a beiter and safer index of the veal price of
commaodities there, than the unsapported state.
ment of this man Fleming, who is personally in-
tevested, and guided by disappointment and re- |

have, before now, by the stern verdict and rebuke
of the peaple, lenrned that the American heart
loathes oppression come in whatever garb it may.
And when they zeea partisin cammittee violating
every principle of law, denving the defense the
rights guarnntead by the Coustitution, and by
their secret proceedings, sheltering and protecting,
if not holding out an inducement to the corm-
missionr of perjury, that withering rebuke in
tended for their victims, may fall upon their
own heads. The people may not fail also to be-
lieve that thoze who love darkness better than
the clear light of day, do =0 because “their deeds
are evil." Troth peverdreads light. Evil alone
skulks into durk revesses If the elucidation of
the truth was all the majority of this eommittee
desired, why did they dodge from the light of day,
and deny the defense the right of confronting
and cross examining the prosecuting witnesses?
Why refuse them the right of defending them-
selves by counsel? Why deny them even the
right of having their witnesses examined? Was
pegjury to be protected from the withering expo-
gition of a ecrossexamination? Was the testi
mony of “swift withewses™ oo weak to stand
before the crushing evidence of other witnesses?
Why, in the name of justice and right, of honor
and truth, was every principle of Inw violated
and trompled upon, and the accused denied the
poor hoon of vindicating their characters from
aspersion and slander, if an honest desire for
truth was all the committee desired? Were the
committee afraid that if such opportunity were
afforded that they would sueresfully vindicate

themselves before the public, and bury their ac |

cusers in the guiltof perjury? Whether innocent
or guilty, these men were entitled to a fair trial
nod an impartial hearing. Who will so far dare
to violate truth as to pretend tw say that they
hiave had such a teial? i 1

THE COMMITTEE DISTORT, GARBLE, AND MANUFAC- |

TURE EVIDENCE.

There iz n power, a latent power in truth, that
ever rises, no matter how “ erushed to earth ** and
asserts the divinity that rests within it. * The
best laid schemes of men and mice, gang aft
agley".” 8o in thi# case. Despite the flagrant
outrage upon the rights of the accused, despite
the secret and dark proceedings of a partisan
committee, we affiem that the evidence, fairly and
fully weighed and considered, does not warrant
the general inferences and conclusions of the
committee. We go a step further and aver that
the evidence has been manipulated, distorted, and
garbled, in nearly all the cases set forth in the
report of the committee.
ther, and emphatically state that in that report,
quotations are made as from the evidence which
can not be found in any portion of it.

e $30.000 TraxgacTION.

On page four of this report we are informed by
the committee that Mr. May swore that he got
$30,000 from parties in Fort Wayne as a bribe
“to be distributed among the members of the
Board of Control and himself in the event that
the prison was located at Fort Wayne,” and that
this is established “by the evidence of disinter-
ested and highly credible witnesses, and from
ficts and the statements of the Directors them-

We go a step still fur- |

venge, soeeks to gratify lic foelings' by throwing
odium upon the location and the dire tors, and it
| fully demonstrates how unsafe it is for an archi-
tect to base his ealeulations npon the enthosinsfe
statement of persons deeply interested in any
matter. Delore we puss from this point, we will
notice the statement of prices for Logansport. |
{ Dr. Taylor states the price for lumber there at |
{ $10 to $12 per thousand. Mr. May states that |
“ the price for lumber at Logansport was reported |
nt 814 per thousand,” and “ that the price 6! ma
terials was fairer at Michigan City than at Lo-
gansport,” '

THE HEALTHY ATMOSPHERE OF FORT WAYNE

LOGANSPORT.

But say the ecommittee: “ If the location had |
been at Fort Wayne or Logansport, a saving by |
donntion at the one, or in cost of material, and |
donation at the other, as stated by Governor |
| Willard, would have been ‘

AND

| £30, 000 DO
Exeess of cost of shipment and traveling ox-
penses on wecount of remoteness of Inca- !
Lhom, Ray .. . P Ebes v e Hie o sl B.O0O 00 |
Escesss” oot & Co.'# bill over that of
PRBIAP cov sann s vmos Facats
Excess pald to Directors over lawlul wages. ..
| Excess 1o Seely do de.
| The whole expense at 25 per cent. too large
as the evidence shows. . «ocoun AL
Paid for R A s o T sl s

CaEsEs s

Sesemnss 56,083 33 |
9,243 20
2,663 M

17.106 25
4,500 00

Lo ccovssennnninenines

sessessoneneest 14,600
There now, if thiz committes has not hnmor- |
talized itself, then is immortality n dream and a
delusion. What wondecfu! magnetism FortWayne
: snd Logomsport possess indeed. If the location
lind been made at either place, the Directors and
the Governor, now the vilest rascals in the land,
| necording to this committee, would have become
{ honest at once, would have accepted Dunlap’s bid
and saved the State £56,000; wouldu't have
charged snything for traveling expenses, and
would have been content with their “lawfal |
wages.” another saving to the State of over $14, !
000; wouldn't have hmr:m_\' excess of 25 per cent. |
and no land to pay for, being another saving of |
over §21 000; and finally even Superintendent |
Seely would have become so patriotic that he |
wouldn't have charged a ceut for his services and |
thus saved the State £2,663.94' We never be-
fore knew that Fort Wayne and Logunsport pos- |
sessed such a ““healing balm” that can thus wipe |
out all stains of dishonesty and make scoundrels
| hunest men! We will not suggest that the mem
bers of this committee might improve their morals
| by a “location™ at these noted places, for that |
| might be considered personal.  And besides, the
| wonderful cleansing effect it has had upon one !
member might not commend it =0 highly to the
| publie as the committee . report would indicate. |
| One of the signers of this report has unwittingly, |
'to use a homely phrase, “let the cat out of the
[ bag.” We entertain no doubt that had the prison |
been located where he desired, we should pever
have heard from him, at least of this great loss
to the State; it would have been all right then in
| his estimation. Seriously, is it not presuming too
| much on the ignorance of thi= Honze, is it not an
insult upon its intellizence for a committee ap
pointed by its authority to seek thus to cram such
stufl' and nonsense upon it as a deliberate stute

i3

|

i

L]

| cent. cheaper than the stone of same character 0 . - 4

| | diabolicsl calumny. It has no foundation except
7.000, | in the wunsigned memoraudam or letter of a
30,000, | drunken loaier.
The cost of furnizhing brick was found to be less on both sides shows that B;igut, one of Duulnp'a
\ Pine | partners, and De. Mullen were great friends, and
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ment of the loss sustained by the State? But to
go om, widd upon these figures solemnly state that
the netunl ensh loss to the Siate is il?.."?l'l 12, is
too ridiculous for serious consideration.' . Weaver
that these fizures are incorrest in every particu
lar. The statement in regard to Gov, Willard
that £30,000 would be saved by loeating the
prison at Logansport, rests upon the unsupported
amd unsustained evideace of one man, and is re
butted by the plain facts of the case. We will
priate place that the other figw

irted by the evidence.

show at the appro

e
ELIGIBILITY OF MICHIGAN Gf-
A5 to the eligibility of Michigs {1y us the site
" #1v quote from two
are amply corrobera-
ted, and are ] I;:\' nny w itness in refer-
ence to this pui Mr. Hendricks, the Repre- |
sentntive fi =t Joseph county. und one of the
pru_-v-myt_):t'{!|m-'—'---. being also one of the re-
ioctgd” Didders, swears: “1 rezund the location st
Withigan City as healthy snd elizible asany |
place in the northern part of the State; and from
its peculiar location the work could be done
cheaper there than any other place in the northern |
part of the Swte."” Mr. May. whose duty it was
to inform himself of the prices of material at
every place visited, not from the E!'lthuéli:i.i!il:i
statements of interested and irresponsible persons, |

are alike unsnpp

for the new prison, we will n
witnesses, whose i

not

but from the amount paid by mechanics in build. |

ings being erected, as he did, swears: “1 think
Michigan City a better location for a prison (than
the other places) from the faet that we found we

could procure stone cheaper there than at any of |
{ the other places. In rubal stone I do not think |

we conld have prtmtirod so good an article us that |
which we secured at Michigan City, but the Wa. |

| bash rubal stone could be obtained at sbout the |

same price as at Michigan City. The dimension |

stone procured at Michigan City is about 30 per
could be procured at the other points.  The ruba
stone work of the prison will cost about $1
amd the dimension stone work about $t

- -

at Michigan City than other places.

lumber was much cheaper at Michigan City than |
T'he cost of the prison |
All other |
points asked the full price, to wit: $10,000 for the |

at any other point.
rrounds ut Michigan City was £4,500.
loeation, so far as [ am informed.”
dence that according to the arranzement entered
into by the Directors and the railroad company a
heavy saving, at least $10,000 in transportation,
was saved to the State

liett quarries (where they are now
cheaper than any other place in the West
I have paid a higher price to transport
stone three miles on good roads than it will
cost to carry it to Michigan City under the con

. tract with the railroad.”  Yet this sage commit-

tee concludes, from what data the report does not
say, that the excess of cost of shipment, &c., on
account of the location, is £5,000. Talk about
your clairvoynnts and your spiritual mediums.
I'hey pretend at least to have some basis for their

optical delusions, but this committee, with optics | : : -
: A |topoint out the testimony that would give the

keonor far, **can see what is not to be seen.”
mill stone is no impediment to their visions.

It is also in evidence clear and und
even in that of the chiefl witness, Mr. Dunlap,
that conviet labor is worth ten cents per person
more at Michigan City than the other points, So
that when the prison is full according to the plan,
containing 750 conviets, the g-in to the Stae in
Michizan Uity over any other place wduld be §75
per day, or §27 675 a year.

In addition to all this, Michigan City is only

filty six miles distant from Chicago, one of the |

best markets in the Union. It is on a direct line
to Cincinnati, Detroit and Buffalo, with railroad
accommodations of a very superior character,
much better in this respect than any other point
in the northern portion of the State. With a har-
bor that could by a small approprtation be ren-
dered one of the best on the lakes,-the great ad
vantages of lake navigation would be added to
its railroad facilities. Everything combines to
rendec it the point at which the prison should
have been loeated. Bat it is useless to multiply
wools on this head. The Representative from Fort

1t iz in evi- | !

Mr. Hendricks swears: | " _
1 think stone could be obtained nt the Jol-| ward he approached
obtained) |

Vavne on the committee, Mr. Jenkinson, hiuwel!'.
sculked from a comparison of the advantages of

the two places a8 a site for a prison, He well
knew thit such a comparison wonld be fatal to the
claim ol Fort Wayne.

TALBOTT & COSTIGAN'S BID IN TIME,

This brings us to the consideration of the ton-
tract, but before going into its merits we propose
to first brush away the rubbigh the committee has
s0 dexterously thrown in our path.

The committee state that the “only bid that em-
braced the entire work was that of Talbott & Cos-
tigan, and it appears that their bid was not sub-
miited by the time allowed, nor until after the
Governor and Mr. Mullen had returned, when the
Board, together with the Governor, had their first
mecting on the — day of July.” The admis-
gion of the committee that the “only bid that em
braced the entire work was that of Talbott &
Costigan,” iz from their own mouths, the
strongest evidence that the contract ought to have
been awarded to them. Any person who has the
least acquaintance with lettings of any character,
knows that it is a “trick of the trade” for bidders
to bid low on some articles and leave=ome specifi
eations untouched to make up for their loss in
other matters by charging exorbitant prices upon
them. The bid of Talbott & Costigan covered
everything, leaving no reom for fraund or ex-
horbitant charges. Upon its face it was
an honest bid, and thus presented the
gtrongest claim  for its  consideration and
acceptunce. The other portion of the com-
mittee’s statement 8 not only wholly un-
supported by the evidence, but is rebutted by it.
Mr. Dunlap himself, the chiel prosecuting wit-
ness, swears that Mr. Muallen returned the latter
part of May, not July, and the Governor some-
time before him.  Mr. Blake, whose evidence is
clear, explicit, and undenied ou this point, swears
that “after Gov. Willard got back, (and before
Dr. Mullen had returned,) we held a meeting at
the Governor’s room to tuke into consideration
the guestion whether we should-open the hids be-
fore De. Mullen returned, there being three out of
the four members present ; that day, when I first
entered the room, the Governor handed me Tal-
bott & U3.'s bid, and told me it had been placed
in his drawer, and 4 placed it with the other bids.”
After Mullen's return they met, and “ first took
up the regularity and legality of Talbott & Co.’s
bid. Dr. M. and Dunn both objected to the reg
ularity of the bid, on the zround that it had not
been received by Major D. and myself on the day
we received the other bids. We had some dis-
eussion over the question. Gov, W. stated that
it had been deposited in hisoffice in fime, but that
he not helng there, it was not handed over to us.
We submitted the matter to the Attorney Gen-
ernl for his opinion. He decided that it was a
regular nnd legal proposal.” It mav be neces-
sary to add that the bids were all sealed up and
opened al the same time. The public can now
judge of the truth or falsity of the committee’s
slatement.

THE CONTRACT.

It may be well before noticing the other mis-
statements oi the commitiee, to give here a plain
and succinet statement of the mattess connected
with the contract. After the Lids were all in,

it was found that Taibott & Co.'s bisl was the |

only formal one that covered all the points—that
Duntap had fuiled to put in any bid for 12,514 su

erficial feet of pointed work, 115,265 feet of
umber, 3,000 lineal feet of cement finish, and
lor 1,724 yands of pugging, and that be after
wards withdrew his bid for 30,765 pounds of cast
won, amd 158,634 pounds of wronght ivon—that
Dunlap’s bid was lowest for foundution of ruble

| stone, for cut stoue, and for galvanized iron, and

that Talbott & Co."s bid was lowest on brick
work, on earpenter’s work, on joiner’s work, on

speaking tubes, on painting, on glass and glazing, |

aml on plumbing, und that both biidls were the
same for plastering—that on the aggregaie, ¢al

colating that for the work upon which Dunlap |

had made no bid, he would secept the prices in
Talbott & Co.'s bid, Dunlap’s bid waz lower
than Talbott & Co.’s bid by §24.750 3F—and
that Moore’s bid for [-lmnhin;.{' was lower than ei.
ther of them. After ascertaining these facts, the
guestion aroze with the Directors, what would be

| the interest of the Staterin making a division of

the work, in=tead of letting out the entire work to
one party or comptny. The Directors at last
concluded thasz it would be best to
award on each item to the lowest responsible hid
der, which was done., The award of the plumbing
was made to Mr. Moore, the iron to Talbott &
Co., and the wood and stone work to Dunlap,
feaving the brick question un<ettied. Mr. Blake
notified the parties, and was informed by Reeld &
Bagzott, Dunlap’s partners, that “ it would be
impossible for them to take a partiai award with
out geiting the whoele Lid.” .\Ir. Moore was nob
preseat, and had nobody to represent him. Tal-
bott & Co. ucquiesced in the award for the iron.
“ Mr. Dunlap said he thought that the awand of
the stone and wood work to him might pozsibly
be carried out, but as his Lill on stone was low,
he thought it was unfuir 0 make a division.'
This plainly indicates the purpose of Dunlap &
Co., and shows that the omissions in their nd
were purposely intended to be used by them as
an advantage, ns we will conclusively demon-
strate hereafter. Several days after the Direct-
ors met, and as Dunlap & Co. were dizsatisfiel
with the award made to them, and their conduct
showed they did not intend to nccent it, the gues-
tion came vp upon hiz and T.& Co's bid as a
whale, Governor Willard and Judge Blake voted

‘ for Talbott & Co,, Dr. Mullen and Major Dunn

voted for Dunlap, thus making a tie. Mr. Bag-
got, the responsible man in the firm of Dunlap,
then sent in a letter, withurawing all connection
with the firm of Dunlap, and stating that it wonld
he impossible to take the contract under the bid,
for it was “foo low." 'The contract was then
awarded to Talbott & Co

We return to the mis-stutements of the Com
mittee,

The Commiltee, upon Dunlap's own rstimate,
gravely state that “ the difference in favor of
Dunlap’s bid was 56,093 33" The official
statement of the architect, setting forth the dif
ference on every item, shows the statement of
the Commitiee to be utterly false. We quote
from the report of the architect, premising that
upon the items for which Dunlap put in no bid,

mike the |

the price of Talbott & Co."s bid kﬁ{en. which. |
to say the least, was unfair tg)ﬂh"ll- & Co., and
more than fuirto l)unl.-m,-/ ‘
Duxiar.  Tatworr. |
Poundation of ruble s <evmen LLEILYST 00 £17.4)0 ¢
Polnted work (vo ¥ D)epe - 3-15‘ Lo 5,188 §
Cut stone Cass-snsctncses « 25,000 M 51550
Brick work. . B69 13 34806
1001 84 1,800
SO%7 61 2781
5,717 90 4585
933 85 32
17,920 23 17,020
4,514 19 9879 ¢
573 00 500

ast fron (bidwithdrewa by D). ...
Wrought iren dn
Galvaniesd Iroliy s eas v Siiae s i o
Speaking tubes.. coveane
Plastering and coment

for coment by D)
Paimtibg.. cssncasaciorrner..,
Gilass ‘and Gladng..........
Plommbing. ... cvressrssscssansas
Pugging (o bill by Dunlap

ERURBREZ

work (no d

16 48
9088 00
1 800 00
3.600 00

518
1,592
1057
2,649
431

45
L1
=i
1 ]
00

808,34 BHS14T. 514 55 1
Difference in favor of Dunlap’s bid 824,785 38,
instead of £56,093 33, ss given by the commit
tee. “ Figures never lie,” B an old adage, but
in those days figures rever passed through the ma-
nipulations of this erudite and conscientious com |
mittee,
THE TWO BIDS COMPARED. i
The committes noxs assure us that before the
bids were awarded, ““at least a part of the Direc
tors, and the Governor, combined, and went to l
work to induce Dunlap’s bid to be withdeawn, or
vacated; the Govenor visiting the parties, nwl‘
geemingly doing all in his power to bring about |
such a result.  Finally, after several days’ nego- \
tiation between the parties, the Governor, Direc
tors, Talbort & Co.. and Mr, Bagot, it wasagreed |
that Talbott should puy Bagot §1,000,” ete.  In |
Justice to the dead, who pow sleeps in his eold and |
gilent grave, beyond the reach of glander and
defamation, we brand the statement as basely,
{ meanly, grossly false and infamous,  There is not
{ one word of coulence o sustuin the atrocious and

\

The testimony of the withesses

thut Mullen was anxious for Bagot's success.
Acconding to Bagot, Mallen told him that it was
impossible for him o get the contract, and ad-
vised him to withdraw and make the best bargain
with Talbott & Co. that he could, ete. Accond-
{ing to Mullen, when the first award was made
Bagot told bim that he would have nothing to do
‘ with the contract—that heunderstood him then as
| virtually withdrawing at that time—that after- |
him and said he would sell |
out to Talbott for a sum sufficient to pay his ex- |
penses—that be did so and tendered a letter to |
the Board withdrawing—that inasmuch as Bagot
lived in his county, Mr, Tulbott, after the letting,
placed a sum of money in his hands to be conveyed
to him, ete. Now, where is the evidence that
Gov. Willard or the other Directors knew any-
thing about this transaction, that they combined
and went to work to induce Dunlap’s bid to be
withdrawn? Where is the evidence that the Gov-
ernor visited the parties, and interested himselfto
bring about this result? We defy the committee

Let

| least plausible ground for such a calumny.

lisputable, | them do g0, or, before the public, bear the odinm

of having quoted as evidence that which ean no-
wheres be found in it, for the unworthy purposze
of not only maligning the living, but defaming
and blnekening the memory of thedead. That
great statesman and mature’s own unrivaled orator
now “sleeps the sleep that knows no waking,” but
his memory is yet dear to every true hearted In-
dinnian. His spirit bas fled to another land, but
his services to Indiana are vet remembered in the
hearts of a grateful people; the echo of his elarion
voice is yet ringing in their ears, and his manly
form and lofty bearing yet loom up before their
minds’ eves. Ashbel P. Willard will live in the
hearts of the people, and on the undying pages of
history, when hiz petty maligners will have sunk
from mortal vision, and been buried in oblivion’s
deep waters, and the base slanders spread upon the
pages of this report will lic smothered in their
own atrocious i llll!}'-

The conumirtee next inform us that they have
““good reason to believe' that Dr. Mullen was the
““secret” partner in the Dunlap bid,” instead of his
brother Alexander Mullen; and in another place
we are told that one of the Directors “was at least
ndirectly, if not dire ctly, deeply interested in the
Dunlap bid,” The committee must be gifted with
exceedly short memories indeed.  Only a few lines
before they represent this very Director, Dr. Mul.
len, as combining with the Governor, and going to
work to induce Dunlap’s bid to be withdeawn, the
very bid in which he was a “secret partner,” and
in which he was “deeplyinterested™!  Most astute,
paradorical committee!  Either one of your state-
ments must be untrue, for the one knocks tiw
foundation from the other! Yon ean take which-
ever horn of the dilemma you please.

Now, we aver that the committee had the best
of reasons to believe the very contrary of what
they say they believe in reference to this matter.
Their own witness, Dunlap, swears that Dr. Mul-
len did not return here, and knew nothing of Dun-
lap until the latter part of May; the committee
themselves say he returned in july; vet the part-
nership agreement lying before them shows that
it was formed, with Alexander Mullen as a part-
ner, as early as the 11th of May; so Dr. Mullen
could have had nothing te do with it.

DUNLAP'S RESPONSIBILITY.

We come now to the merits of the contract it-
self. The committee say that Dunlap was good,
and that one of the securities he offered was the
Hon. James Guthrie, of Kentucky. The defense
asked that Col. Samuel Casey,of the Joliet Prison,
Illinois, should be examined on this point. This
gentleman Lad told Gov., Willard that, if Dunlap
got the contract, the work not only would never
be finished, but would never be begun. Te com-
miftee refused to have him examined. Why? Let.
the public decide. .

But who, except the committee, says that he is
a responsible man? Himz’ ! The very witness
they summoned to sustain him gives the best of
reasons why he should never have had the con-
tract. He (Col. Runnion) swears: “He (Dunlap)
will take a spree vceasionally. T have known him
to stick to his work for three months at a time.*
I have seen him drinking freely fonr or five times
per year, when he came to town.” And this is the
responsible man, who actually had been known to
stick to his work for three whole months at a time !
Wonderful perseverance! Remarkable indastry!
Just to think that for three months he stuck to
hig work, and was not drunk once! The comwmit-
tee may regand, perhaps, his drinking capacitiesas
n recommendation, and that a spree occasionally
has the effect of making a man “good,” but we
opine they will have some difficulty in couvincing
the people of Indiana that a habitual or even an
“gecasional” drunkard is a fit person to take
charge of their public buildings, and to Le en-
trasted with responsible duties, where the Siate
may become a heavy loser.

DUNLAP'S BIDS FRAUDULENT.

But we unhesitatingly state that upon its very
face the bid was a fraudulent one. Tt proposed
to do a portion of the work at a price so low as to
raise the presumption at once that other portions
would be so exorbitantly high as to make up, if
not excead, the loss, and for this very purpose
there were omissions in the bid. The architect
swears: **The State would have lost, in my opin-
ion, 25,000 or 30,000, if they had taken Dun
{ lap's bid, becanze Dunlap prope ed to cut stone at
| T cents per superficial foot, which he eould not af-
| ford to do. and other work which would have to
| mve been compieted before the cntstone was

furnished, was at & fuir price under his bid, amd |
think there would have had to have been a relet.
ting of the cut-stone.”” In other words, the trick
| was this—either to go on and do the work that
preceded the cutting of the stone, for which he
would have been well paid, and afier getting the
| pay for this, leave the State in the lurch by aban
{ doning the cut-stone work, which slone counld

| have indueed the giving of the contract to him,
{ and thus plunge the State in heavy expenses, or
coon and do it, and then charge a double or
treble price upon the work notinclmded in thehid.
And Mr. nuu‘:\p had given himself ample space to
{do the latter. The work omitted in his bid

amonnted in Talbott & Co’<. bid to over £24 000, |
It Dunlap had got the contract and gone on with |
{ the work as soon as he got to cutting stone, he |
would either bnve abandoned it, or going on would |
have charged £50.000 or $£60,000 for what Tal- |
| bott & Co. were only to get $24,000. Thesze nre |
well known to be the ““tricks of the trade,” and |
| exper ienced men, whenever they see such a bid,
write “lmudulent” scross its lace, and pitch it l
aside.  Let us give an instance of this latter prac !
tise. In Dunlap's bid the items of pointing and |
| lusliing is omitted. I'he architect swears: “*The |
pointing and Qushing is ‘atrick of the trade.” You
will find generally that when a bid is made with. |
out saving anvthing about flushing and pointing,

| after the wallis put up you will have to pay extra |

{ for tlushing."
| managed.

This is the way these things are
The Directorsought to have instantly

{ rejected the Dunlap bid for fraud upon its face.

Asto Dunlap's offering the Hon. James Guthrie
as security, there i= no teuth in it. He talked of |

: | offering him, but never made the offer, snd never |

[ showed any authority (rom Mr. Guthrie to make ]
| such an offer of his pame. ]

THE COXTRACT A FAIR OXE. |

Wias Talbott & Co.’s bid a fair one? Let the |
testimony of E. J. Peck, President of the Terre
Houte road, a staoneh and decided Rvplll-“t'.lll.

i atd who for ifteen years has been a builder and

architect, whose honesty no man dare impeach,
answer., Mr. Peck swears: ** | have examined
the bid of Talbott & Co. on the Northern Prison.
- . *  Without specifying each item, but
taking it all together, if anything is to be madg
by the contractors under thizs bid it will have to
be done by close management, and tiot only that
but the best kind of manazement. And 1 will
say further that were 1 out of business, and had

| the g-,;pitai. I should be very loath to take the

| contract at those prices, for the reason that | don’t

believe 1 could make enough out of it to justify <
me.” Upon this evidence we are willing 1o rest

the case. ]

THE WORK WELL DONE. |

Has the work been well done? On this poiut |
the evidence is anuihilating. Dut oué man, and
he Dunlap, has dared to venture a different state
wment, and he examined it only sbout fifteen min
uted nesr =undown, Hon. A. B. Line, one of the
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Investigating Committes, testifies: * When I ar-
rived at Michigan City, owing o the snow, 1
could not examine the stone work as well as |
desived, but determined to prosecute the investi |
ration of the wood work, and in erder to do =0, |
&—c_-!imbcd through the scuttle hole to examine the
roof. 1 found the roof as complete a piece of
work ne [ ever saw in my life of the kind; and
as proofl of that, I found there was not a single
tremor of the roof in the sweeping gule that was
then blowing. The stone and brick work, so far
as I could examine, I found to be very well done,
and the wood work throughout the building was
substantinl and well calenlated for the purposes
for which it was made,” &c. Mr. Line is a car- |
penter by trade, and has followed the husiness for
twenly-nine years. His opinion is, therefore, en
titied o great weight. Even the committee’s
own architect, Smithmyer, swears: “ The work
done thus far is done well.” And Mr. Hoofer,
whom he emploved o assist hum: testifies: |
have examined and measured the wood work, and |
find the work well done to all visible appearances. |
And also the brick work, which has been done in |
a substantial manner. I provounce it a good |
job."  Mr. Lot Day, jr., testifies: “* I cat through
the wall for the purpose of putting a sewer under |
it. 1 had two or three hands helping me, and it |
occupied nearly a day. We had to use crowbars
and sledge bhammers to get through the wall.
The wall was much stronger than [ thought it |
wag, and we cut the stone with as much ease as |
we did the mortar.” Yet i the face of such |

facts, Mr. Dunlap swears that it is not » good |

Job, and that *“ there was no more cement used in

the foundation of the wall than I would qu‘ui

used in the foundation of a two story dwelling.”

This shows the prejudiced condition of this man's |

mind, and also how little his evidence is entitled
to consideration. E

CONTRADICTORY TESTIMONY OF DUNLAP,

A rhort digression here to show the contradie.
tions in this man’s testimony may not be out of
place. At the commencement of his evidence he
swears: “ I heard no intimation from the Boand
that my securitios were insufficient.”
the close of the evidence he swears that Dr. Mgl-
len told him that * the Board did not consider my
bid responsible.” Here is a direct contradiction,
It is very evident that had this man been sub-
jected 1o a cross examination by the defense, as
was their right, his gross falsehoods and mis-
statements would have been so apparent that no
one, not even the committee, wonld have had the
handihood to quote him as authority for any
& ntement.

Agnin, he swears:

bidder for the iron work, made me a propesition,
and wished me to withdraw my bid for the iron
work. * ® & Inorder to compensate the
m who had bid for the iron work with me,

agréad to puy 500 if he got the work.”
Whereupon he, Dunlap, withdrew ‘i:is bid. Bag-
got, his silent partner and man Friday, swears:
“1 know of Mr. Dunlap withdrawing his bid for
the iron work. Mr. Dunn got me to go and see
Dunlap, and get him to withdraw in favor of
Lord and Brrant, and as an inducement to us, he
{Dunn) told me that the balanee of the contract
would be ours. I saw Dunlap, and he iin
consideration of thal prowase to withdraw hizs bid
on the iron work,” Who is the liar? Dunlap or
his man Friday? Most likely both! Andit is
upon such testfmon}',ukm in the secret recess of
a committee room, without being subject to cross.

Towani |

- “ Before the bids were |
opened, Mr. Lord, whom I was informed was o

In reégand to the allowance of $3 peér day td
him for his expenses, il s enougl pa¥ that it
is in evidence that such lawvers as Moses Jeukin-
son, Esq., Ubairman of this committee, Jonathan
W. Gordon, the Repablican Clerk of the House,
Judge Major and the Attorney General decided
that the Diroctors were «utitled to their travelin,
expenses, and as Mr. Seeley had accompani
them round the State, and bad visited other
prisous in other States in order to make himself
thoroughly acqusinted with the business, §3 a
day was allowed him as a fair equivalent for his
traveling expenses.  His appointment as Warden
so long before the location of the prison, for
which, be it understood, he has not reesived one
cent, was because the Directors expected, at the
time of his appointment, that the location woald
be mudein & very short time, and he would have
to select the prisoners from the lower prison and
prepare himeelf for his duties.

THE COST OF KEEPISG THE CONVIOTS,

In regord to the cost of keeping the conviets,
every well informed person must {uo\l' that up-
der the armngements at the Northern Prisom,
just going into operation with no sufficient ac-
commodations, with a large guard force to board,
ete , and with only a comparatively small sum-
ber of conviets requiring ju<t as much “help™ as
a large number, worked, 100, outside the building,
requiring many more guards o prevent their es.
cape, the cost of keeping them mustbe much
larger then in any regular prison. '
THE STATK AUDITOR,

The committee travel out of their way 1o assall
the State Auditor, and charge that he had no
authority to audit and pay any money o sceount
of the construction of the prison, above the §50,-
000 approgrintel by the Legislatwre. If the
ocommittee can be mude 1o gnderstand the mean:
ing and force of the English language, we would
respectfully invite thel atteution to the provisions
of the law:

Sec. 11, In order to earry out the provisions
(the erection of a new prison) of this act, there
is hereby nppropriated the sum of fifty thousand
dollars, out of auy money in the treasury.

Sec. 12, The necessary expenses of uidrima.
and the control and management thereof, shall
be pr}aid out {l.}!l.i the State Treasury under lﬂ;:
regulations amd restrictions as may be adopted
the Board of Control, and, as I’lr,u practicable,
in conformity with the practice and usages of
the Present State Prison,

Now is there & lawyer in Indiana with an ounce
of brains in his head that does not see st once that
the 50,000 appropriated in section 11 ie only for
the erection of a prison, while the 12th section
makes an unlimited appropristion for the neces-
sary expenses, and the control and t
thereof, including such items as the pay of the
Directors, Warden, guards, help, clothing, pro-
visions, etc., etc. - We warrant aasertion that
there is not a lawyer in the State of Indiama, of
any note, who would peril his professional char-
acter by giving it a different construction. Then
the committee’s statemeat that the Awuditor ex-
ceeded his authority is simply false.

The committee aiso travel out of their way to
t?lk n.lh:m& smun];' I;:Ii] frands. l?o they ml;ul
that the people o ana have forgoiten
one of their State officers was detected in steal-
ing 16,000 acres of the swamp lands, and that
another of them lost the State $100,000 in cash.”

MANTUFACTURING EVIDENCE.

examination, that we are called upon w blacken
the churacters of respectable and honoralile men.

But this is not all. Dunlap further swears:
“Sometime after the bids were opened, Mr. Bag-
gott said to me that Dr. B. F. Mullen wanted his
brother, Dr. Alex. Mullen, to have an interest in
the work. After conferring with Reed, Baggott,
and Dr. A. Mullen, it was that he, Dr. A
Mullen, should bnve one-fourth interest in the
work. ®* * Achey 5 per cent. to Le paid in
proportion by all. is wias o written agreement,
and witnessed by Dr. Lynech, and was written in
his office.” In his written statement, or memo-
randum, which the committee or some other per-
son has altered to suit the report of the commit-
tee, and which we submit marked “A.” Dunlap
says that Dr. B. F. Mullen returned * sometime
in the latter part of May.” Dr. M.J. Lynch,
another of the prosecuting witnesses, swears:
“About the first Mr. Duniap brought to
my notice was that Dr. Alex. Mullen was, in
connection with otbers, secret partners in his
{Dunlap) bid.” The ** written agreement” is
lying Lefore us, and bears date the eleventh of
May, does not say one word about Mr. Achey
and is not witnessed by Dr. Lynch. Soin the
abave short statement of Dunlap there are five
distivet falsehoods: lst, that the contract with
Alex. Mullen was made after the bids were
lljmlﬂl. they not
F. Mullen returned, w
suome weeks before; 2d, that it was at the instance
of Dr. B. F. Mullen that his brother Alexander
was made a partoer; 3d, that myﬁm was pro-
vided in the contract for Achey; 4th, that the
written ment was witnessed by Dr. Lynch;
and 5th, that it was written in Lynch’s office, it
having bad an existence vious to
knowing anything about it. s it not
much of public credulity that upon the
of such a man, the fair name of not omly the
living but the dead should be blackened and
dishonored? We could show other material con-
tradictions in his evidence, but it is hardly ne.
cessary,

This brings us to the consideration of the last
point is reference to the contract. According to
the estimate of work done by the contractors,
upon measurement of the work by Messrs, Me-
l:.,im g Hodgeson, architects, the amount is $47,-
38 20,

Not content with this estimate, the committee
employed another architect, Mr. J. L. Smith-
myer, to make an estimate for them, and he
brings in the amount at $40 262 26,

Showing a difference of $6,9756 9.

It may be necessary here to nsk who is this
Mr. BmiﬂmTer? We can answer the guestion.
He was employed by his party friends, the Com-
missioners of St. Joseph county, to build a county
jail. Apd he was aiterwards dismissed by the
same men for incompetency and malfeasance in
office. And thisis the competent and Aonest archi-
tect, whose estimate i€ to overturn the estimate of
le;mpetem ;en.lrl?gnble to do the work him;:ll‘,

employed a Mr. wpc:ndbrﬁl’ ight, to help
him do uf. measuretnent and maka the estimate!
And for bhis most important services, he had the
modesty of putting in the following bill, which
we copy entire o3 evidence of Republicrn modesty
and Republican economy:

sen nf the Architcetural A af Fnvestiga
RPN e WY oo

Ixptavarorss, Ind., February 21, 1861
For drawing materiali, ccoeecicirssscsavsnssssss Sid 5O
“ taveling expenses. ... e seeasviss cennaine
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Architect of the Committes.

Ge it, Smithmyer, while you can. Itis not

ofiea you belong to the “ Archiectural branch

of such a distinguished commitiee! Talk about

the salaries, indeed, of Direclors, after this exhi-
bivion of ltcimh!ic.m economy !

But Smithmyer made his estimate; and is

not Smithmyer a preat man amd a poted

" architect, “the architect of the commitiee,” and

does he not belong to the “architectural branch
of the investigation of the Northerm Prison™?
And if he can neither measure nor eftimate
himself is he not entitled to have an assistant,
a willright, who can, and is he not eutitled
to “help”™ besides, and should he not be ol
lowed his “professional charge”? Great is
Smithmyer! Great is his assistant, the millright!
Aund great is the committee that employed them!
The thing is too ridiculous for serious consid.
eration, Y et we presume it may be necessary to
show from his assistant, Mr. Hooper, evidence
that Smithmyer's estimate is not entitled to
any weight. Mr. Hooper swears: “We were not
very explicit about the iron work which is inside
the wall, as we could not get atit,” and ngain
“we made an estimate of all the lumber and tim-
ber in the House except 16,600 feel, which is in
the temporary partition, and the teimmings of
sixteen doors.””  And thisis the intelligent estimate
that is to set aside the estitante of architects who
were “explicit” in arriving at the measurement of |
everything! |
ut we have a Mr. Hodgson brought in heve,
who vn one day can estimate the work st 47,000,
and then after being rubbed down hy his Repub- |
lican koepers, can come in the next day, and |
make o different swear on the matter, Yot the |
committee refused to summon Mr. MeKim, who |
had mewsured the work accumtely, and who |
would have exposed the humbug and unprofes-
sional tricks of these litle architects, Was this
fair or just? !

FAY OF THE DINECTORS AND WARDEN.

i

In reference to the pay of the Directors, all
that is necessary to be said on that subject is this, 1'
that the 1,000 received by eich, included not
ouly nesrly two years’ pay, but their traveling
expenses, which must have been very heavy while
they were traveling all over the State seeking a
jocation.  Every person in the State must know
that it would cost not less than $6 or §7 a day |
for traveling expenses in this State on the rail- |
roads, especially where the distance taveled per |
day is short, from city to cily, as this rummilt?,l
traveled. "

Mr. Seeley did not receive £3,.755.94 for Ihs
services, nor bas he been paid as Warden, thouglt |
his account as such has been allowed by the Di-
rectors.  The very statement of warrants paid at |
the State Treasury, on account of the prisen,
shows thut he only received about $2,600, and '
this included his pay, traveling expenses, and all.
The dishursement of £46.000 made by him was
for all the expenses of prisoners, guards, clothing,
provisions, et¢, and even of this amount over
£2.000 was paid back for the Southern Prison for
clothing furnished, and his roport made to this
very Legislature shows that he has on hands in
good onder, State property to the amount ol §14,
464 3=

The undersigned regret exceedingly that they
can not close the without to the
notice of the Huuse the fact that the evi

some of the witnesses has been distorted
changed by some person, and that the

dum or letter marked A., of Mr. Duniap,
been chunged, and altered, and §

evidence, when it had no business

OBJECT OF THE INVESTIGATION.
what end and for what lias the peo-
iana been put Lo vy expense of
1 answer is easy.
that
of
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The Immoral Tariff.
The Cmeinnati Commercial ( Republican) says
that Mr. Lixcory admisted in his Pittsburg speech

that the tarifl plank of the Chicago platform had

-

ised 10 stody the tarifl question. The raid of
office-seckers from Penusylvania and ‘*the great
North-west™” may not jeave him much time for
study. But there n12 some lessons that will be
speedily learned on the tariff question, in which
the President will, we hope, share with the coun
try. One of these is that the protective policy is
destructive of commerce and revenue, and that
its effect will be to drive the import trade South,
while the countrs will be still demoralized by an

enormous system of smuggling.
| —p ——
The Administration Policy.

The New York Courier and Enquirer is uni-
versally known to be the chief organ of Gov-
emmor Sewarp, the Secretary of State, "That
paper has an able correspondent at Washington,
who has Mr. Sewann's whole confidence, and al.
ways writes considerate! v and thoughtfully. What
he professe: o know, he does know.

In the New York Courier end Enguirer of
the 25th ult , & letter of its distinguished Wash-
ington corve: pondent is publiched ina very prom.
inent manner. From that letier we copy this
pregnant passape :

Now this is the truth of the matterin a briel

sentence; let your readers believe or disbelieve s
they think best. No “coercive” will beta-
ken with regand 1o the eollection of the revenue
in the Southern ports—not, be it understood, be-
cause the Government vields any right whatever
in the matter, but because it is deemed inexpe-
dient and unavailing to exert force against a peo-
ple or section disaffected toward the General
Government, which people and seetion the Gov-
ernment hope, not without reason, to see retum-
ing to their allegiance when time shall thoroughl
convinee them that the Administration dnnwv{
mean and never did mean to interfere with a
single rightful claim of theirs under the Consti-
tution, | use sutheritative language when 1 re-
peat to you, that those in authority ave fully sen
sible of the real condition of the country’s mind,
and choose to consider the act of secession as the
wct of g brothers, und not rebellious e
emies mon country."”’
Nhat is the diffecence between the policy pro-
posed by the _Sewano Livcors administration
amsd that pursued by My. Boanasxasx?  And who
were more virulent in their denunciations of the
course of the last Administeation than some of
the very distinguishel individuals who not enly
support the present Cabinet, but even a portion,
i not all of those who now compose it.  “ Con-
gistency thou art a jewel."”

¢ The Destruction of Trade.™
The New York News copies the following in
scription on & board hanging in front of & noted
business place, which has enjoyed vrinterrupted
prosperity for the last ten yeam :
THIS STORE T LFT.
FURNITURE FOR BALE.

The owner having heen compelled by bad thnes to give
up trade.  As he has lived for forty yones in this (Catha.
fine) srreet, the guality of his goods needs no special re-
commendation.

The News states that on Friday last it counted,

without taking any special puins to do so, forty-

" six closed pluces of business, on which were the

printed or writlen evidences of bankruptey,
blighted hopes ane raivel prospects. The all-
absorling wopie of conversation, when men 1ot
in the city of New York, s not #a great {all
ing off in business,” or “the tightness of the
money market,” but is *“the destruction of trade.”

* This is what wraps the great = Commercial Em.

porium”™ in gloom, and almost in despair.




